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Title 3—
The President

Executive. Order 12291 of February 17, 1981
Federal Regulation

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and laws of the
United States of America, and in order to reduce the burdens of existing and
future. regulations, increase agency accountubility for regulatory actions, pro-
vide for presidential oversight of the regulatory process, minimize duplication
and conflict of regulutions, and insure well-reasoned regulations, it is hereby
ordered as follows:

Section 1. Definitions. For the purposes of this Order:

(a) “Regulation” or “rule” means an agency statement of general applicability
and future effect designed to implement, interpret, or prescribe law or policy
or describing the procudure or practice requirements of an agency, but does
not include:

(1)} Administrative actions governed by the provisions of Sections 5568 and 557
of Tide 5 of the United Stutes Code;

(2) Regulations issued with respect to a military or foreign affairs function of
the United Staties; or

(3¥ Rerulations related to agency organization, management, or personnel.
(b) "Major rule” means any regulation that is likely to result in: ‘
(1) An annual effect on tha economy of $100 million or more;

(2) A major increase in costs or prices fcr consumers, individual industries,
Federal, Stute, or local goveiaument agencics, or geographic regions; or

(3) Siunifirant adverce effects on competition, employment, investment, pro-
ductivity, innovatiun, or on thz ability of Uiited States-btased enteiprises to
compste widl forsiga-bused enterpeisus in dumestic or export markets.

(¢) “Director” means th: Director of the Oifice of Management and Budget.

(d) “Asoncy” means any aczihority of the Uuited States that is an “agency”
uader 41 US.C. 35062(1), excluding those agoacies spucified in 44 US.C.
3502(10). .

(e} *“Tisk Forze™ pez-s tha Pregidiztal Tesk Fosee en Regulatery Relief.
Sz 2 C-'e:.:v.‘:,"" Bogiiemants I:. "':::.".'.";:;':.3 SR - Julodozs, re-.-:e*.r-".:g
eidofing roooaditions, ead duoloping I Zolidve poozosalis eoaceiming regoa-
tivn, ell age..cizs, to tha extent paomitiod b Luvy, skull adhare to tha following
requirers:ects:

(a) Adminiutrative decicions shall b2 based on adequate information concern-
ing the 1ood fur and cuas.ouences of pioposed government action;

- (b) Regulatory action shall not be undeitaken unless the potential benefits to

suciety for the regalaticn cutecigh the poteatial couts to socivty;

{c} Regulatary cbjactives shall be chosen to maximize the net benefits to
society;

(d) Among =alternative approachzs ta any given regulatory objective, the
alternative invoelviug the luust net cost to society shull be chusem and

(e) Agencics shall set regulatery pricrities with the aim of maximizing the
ageregcte net banefits to sucidty, tuldag into account tha coadition of the
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particular industries affected by regulations, the condition of the national
economy, and other regulatory actions contemplated for the future. :
Sec. 3. Regulatory Impact Analysis and Review.

(a) In order to implement S:ction 2 of this Order, each agency shall, in
connection with every major rule, prepare, and to the extent permitted by law
consider, a Regulatory hapact Analysis. Such Aaulyses may be comsbined with
any Regulatory Flexibility Analyses parformed under 5 US.C. 603 and 604.

{b) Each agency shall initiully determine whether a rule it intends to propose
or to issue is a major rule, provided that, the Divestor, subject to the divection
of the Tusk Force, shall have authoity, in accerdunce with Sections 1(b) and 2
of tkis Order, to prescribe criteria for making such determinations, to osder a
rule to be treated as a major rule, and to require any set of reluted rules to be
considcred together as a major rale.

(c) Except as provided in Section 8 of this Order, agencies shall prepare
Regulatory Impact Analyses of major rules and transmit them, aleng with all
notices of proposed rulemauking and all finol rules, to the Director as fullows:

(1) If no notice of proposed rulemaking is to be published for a proposed major
rule that is not an emergency rule, the agency shall prepare only a final
Regulatory Lpact Analysis, which shall be transmitted, along with the pra-
poscd rule, to the Director at lezst 80 days prior to the pubhcanon of the major

rule as a fiual rule;

(2) With respect to all other major rules, the agency shall prepare a prelimi-
nary Regulutory himpact Analysis, which shall be transmitted. along with a
notice of proposed rulemacki..q, to the Director at least 60 days prior to the
publication of a notive of proposed rulemaking, ard a final Regalatory Impact
Aaalyeis, which shall be transniitted alorg with the final rule at least 30 days
prior to the publication of the niiajor rule us a final rale;

{8) For all rules other than major rules, agencies shall submit to the Director, at
ge;slt 1? days prior to pultlication, every notice of proposcd ralemaking and
al rule.

(d) To permit each proposed mgjor rule to be analyzed in light of the
requirerents stated in Section 2 of this Ouder, each preliininary and final
Regulatory lrapact Analysis shull contaia the following infouaation:

{1) A description of thz potential banefits of the rule, including any beneficial
effects thut caniot be quantificd in monctary terms, and the ideatification of
thosa lik.ly to rezzive k2 buwfits;

(2) A deccuipticn of th2 potiadal costs of the rule, includizy any adverse
effects thut ca..0o1 be quantifiod in moaotery terus, aerd th2 ideaufication of
those likoly to bear the costs;

(3) A dcicrmuination of tha potential net benefits of the rule, including an
evaluativa cof offc ots that cannot be quantificd in nonetary teans;

{4) A deacripticn of elternative approaches that coald substantially achieve
the same regdlutory guul at lower cost, together with aa auulysis of this
potential buaufit and costs and a brief expluniutica of the legul veusons why
such altcrautives, if propoucd, could not be adupted; and

(5) Unless covered by the description required under paragraph (4) of this
subsectiun, an e;planation of any leygul reasony why the rule cunnot be based
on the requivements sat forth in Sc«.tlon 2 of this Oxder.

(e) (1) Tha Director, subject to the direciion of the Task Force, which shall
resolve uny issues raised under this Oider or ensura that they are presented to
the Prauident, is authuiized to review any p.oliminary or finul Regilatory
Impact Analysis, notice of proposzd rdle:acking, or final rule based on the
requirements of this Order.

-(2)} The Director shall b2 deemed to have concluded review unless the Director

advises an agency to the contrary under subueciion (f) of this Section:
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schedule for completing action on any major rule for which the agency has
issued a notice of proposad ruleinaking;

(2) The name and telephone number of a knowledgeable agency official for
each item on the agenda; and

(3) A list of existing regulations to be reviewed under the terms of this Order,
and a brief discussion of each such regulation.

{b) The Director, subject to the direction of the Task Force, may, to the extent
permitted by law: °

(1) Require agencies to provide additional information in an agenda. and
{2) Require publication of the agenda in any form.
Sec. 8. The Task Force and Office of Management and Budget.

[a) To the extent permitted by law, the Director shall have authority, subject
to the direction of the Task Force, to:

(1) Designate any proposed or existing rule as a major rule in accordance with
Saction 1(b) of this Order; .

(2) Prepare and promulgate uniform standards for the identification of major
rules and the development of Regulatory Impact Analyses;

{3) Require an agency to obtuin and evaluate, in connection with a regulation,
any additionaul relevant cuta fiom any appropriate source;

{4) Waiva the requivements of Scctions 3, 4, or 7 of this Order with respect to
any proposcd or exiutiing mejor rule;

{5) Identify duplicative, oveilapping and conflicting rules, existing or pro-
poscd, a:.d existing or propoucd rules that are incunsistent with the policies
undeilying statutes govening agencies other than the issuing agency or with
the purguses of this O.dur, and, in each such case, require appropriate
interagency consultation to mini:nize or eliminate such duplication, overlap, or
couflict;

{6) Develop procedures for estimating the annual benefits and costs of agency
regulationa, ‘'on both an agpregate and economic or industrial sector basis, for
purpos.a of compiling a regulatesy budret;

{7) In consultation with iutcrested agencies, prepare for consideration by the
Presideat vecormneadatious for changua ia the egencies’ statutes; and

{8) Moaitur agoncy complianca vwith the requirements of this O:der and advise
the Presidunt vith respact to such con.tiance.

(b) The Divcector, subject to the divection of the Task Force, is authorized to
establivh provedures for the perfonncce of all functions vested in the Direc-
tor by -this Owdur. The Divector skl tike appropricte steps to coordinate the
implementation of the analysis, tiancrdttal, review, and cliarance provisions
of this Ocdee with the acthosities cud ruquireswe:its provided for or irapessd
upon the Divector and ayuatics undere the Rogulatery Fleitility Act, 5 U.S.C.
601 et seq., aurd the Papecwork Ruducion Plan Act of 1229, 44 U.S.C. 3501 ef
seq.

Sec. 7. Pending Regulations.

(a} To the extent necessary to permit reconsideration in accordance with this
Order, agencius shall, except ag provided in Section 8 of this Oider, suspend
or pustpoae the effe tive dutes of ull nicjor rulca that they have promulgated
in firn:l feem as of the dute of this. Ocder, but thut have not yet become

effective, excluding:
{1) Major rules that cannot legally be postponed or suspended;

(2) Major rules that, fer good cause, ought to become effective as final rules
withoat reconsideration, Aguacies shill prepare, in accerdance with Scction 3
of this Ordcr, a fiual Regulutery hnpact Av:llyois for each mujor rile that they
suspend or pastpone,
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(i) This Section does not supersede the President’'s Memorandum of January
29, 1981, entitled “Postponement of Pending Regulations”, which shall remain
in effect until March 30, 1881.

- {i} In complying with this Section, agencies shall comply with all applicable

provisions of the Adininistrative Procedure Act, and with any other proce-
dural requirements madu applicuble to the agencies by other statutes,

Sec. 8. Exemptions.
(a) The procedures prescribed by this Order shall not apply to:

(1) Any regulation that responds to an emergency situation, provided that, any
such regulation shall be rcposted to the Director as soon as is practicable, the
agency shaull publish in the Federal Ragicter a statement of the reasons why it
is hapracticable for the agency to follow the procedures of this Order with
respect to such a rule, aud the agency shull prepace and transmit as soon as is
pructicable a Regulatory Inigact Analysis of any such major rnile; and

(2) Any regalation for wiich consideration or reconsideration under the terms
of this Oider would corndlict vrith dcadlings imposed by statute or by judicial
order, provided that, any sach regulation shull be reportud to the Director
toguthor with a bricf esplanaticn of the cLaflict, the agency shull pablish in
tha Fud. ol Reydstor a stutement of the roasuns why it is fupracticable for the
agcnzy to fulluw the procudures of this Ouvder vvith respect to such a rule, and

- the areacy, in consuitution vsith the Divector, skull adhere to the requirements

of this Order to the extcnt permittcd by statutory or judicial deudlines.
(b) TE=2 Dircoter, subject to the diraction cf the Tugk Force, may, in accordancs
vith the pepescs cf this Q.durn, exempt cuy class or catugory of regulations
from any or all requiroi:cits of this Oider.

Sce. 9. Jodicicel Reviess. This Ovdzr is intended only to improve the internal
manopgemiiat of tha Fodaiel government, wid is rot intewd.d to cicate any
right or bz fit, subctantive or procediuul, cufoiceable at law by a party
aguingt th2 Urdted Stutcs, its egurcies, ita ofsicera or any purson. The determi-
natioas made by egendies under Scction 4 of this Oider, cud any Regulatory
Impact Auulyses for any rulz, shall b2 rasdz part of the vshole record of
agency acticn in connzction wita the rula,

Sec. 10. Burocutions. Execuiive Orders No. 12044, as amended, and No. 12174

are revcked. :
((Q ALy, Q.A.Qsa-\

THE WHITE HOUSE,
February 17, 1981,
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Introduction

In recent years, Americans have become more and more concerned about cancer
and the environment. A steady flow of disturbing news articles, magazine
features and television specials reflected the concern, and in turn raise
more questions than they answer.

For example, headlines declare a dramatic rise in the national cancer
death rate. It seems that almost on a weekly basis, one governmental agency or
another announces another substance has been found to cause cancer. Television
newscasters and magazine writers often refer to an "epidemic" of cancer.

As people become more and more concerned about cancer, and the presence
of cancer-causing agents in our air, water, food and workplaces, they begin to
ask some disturbing questions:

® Ts cancer out of contreol?

® Ts it killing more and more people every year?

® Will things continue to get worse as we use more and more chemicals?

® Are chemicals the major cause of cancer?

® TIs our country paylng too high a price for its sophisticated techno-

logical way of 1life?

Scientists don't know all the answers about cancer, yet. But a great
deal has been learned in recent vears. We know that:

® Cancer is not out of control or epidemic. In fact, cancer is not

even on the increase, according to the National Cancer Institute.

® More and more people are being cured. About half of all new cases of

cancer could be cured with early diagnosis and treatment.

® Lifestyle factors, such as smoking, drinking and diet are related to,

if not the direct cause of as many as 75 percent of cancer cases.

vvC 000009598
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The facts

The American Cancer Society estimates that 785,000 new cases of cancer
will be diagnosed each year. If current rates prevail, one in four Americans
now living will eventually develop some form of cancer, although many will

die of other causes.

Some types of cancer occur more frequently than others. Among men, lung
cancer is now the most common form, followed by prostate and c9lon—rectum
cancers. Among women, breast cancer is the leader followed by colon-rectum
and uterine cancers. The chart below shows estimates of the proportion of all

cancers that occur at each major body site.

1980 Estimated Cancer incidence by Site and Sex*

Male Female

Skin 2%

Oral 5%

Lung 22%
Colon/Rectum  14%

Skin
Oral
Breast
Lung
Pancreas 3%
Prostate 17%
unnary 9%

Leukemia
& Lymphomas 9%

Allother  19%

Calen Rectum
Pancreas
Quary

Uterus
Urinary

wouxkemia &
Lymphor-as

Ail otrer

* Exciuding non-melanoma skin cancer and carcinoma in situ
Source: American Cancer Society, 1980 Cancer Facts and Figures.
New York: 1979.

Cancer is the second leading cause of death in the United States after
diseases of the heart and circulatory system.
The American Cancer Society estimates that about 405,000 Americans will

die of cancer in 1980. Of these, 101,000, or 25 percent, will die of lung
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cancer. There has been a gradual rise in the combined age adjusted cancer

death rate since, 1950, ag shown below.

Age Agjusted Cancer Death Rates* per 100.000 Population, All
Sites, All Sexes and Races, United States. 1950-1977.

140

130

1264 125.8
120

10

100

Rate per 100,000

1950 1955 1960 1965 1870 1975

* Age adjusted to 1340 Census population
Source: U.S. Department of Health. Education and Wettare,
Health. United States 1979, DHEW No. (PHS)80-1232,
Washington, D.C : 1980.

In general, the cancer death rate has increased among men and decreased

among women. Yet except for the large increases in lung cancer deaths, age

adjusted death rates for other types of cancer are leveling off, and in some

cases declining.
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As is evident in the charts below, the only cancer deaths that qualify as
“"epidemic" are those from lung cancer. The rapid increase in lung cancer
deaths is most evident for men, but has also occurred in recent years for
women as well. This delayed increase in female lung cancer death rates is
consistent with the rise in female cigarette smoking that followed World War
II. In contrast, men began smoking in large numbers after World War I, almost
30 years earlier. The usual latency period for lung cancer is 20 to 30 years

which accounts for the delayed increase in the female rates.

o
Age Adi_ustec‘ Male Cancef Death.Rates’ per 100,000 Age Adjusted Female Cancer Death Rates® per 100.000
Popuiation, Selected Body Sites, United States, 1930-1980 Population, Seiected Body Siies, United States, 1930-1980
60 60
—— — . Esophagus ” —_— — ,Uterus
Lung / —_— lung
50 — Colo_rl's & Rectum / 50 — — ;Colonj& Rectum
—————. { Stomach / o |Stomach
—— 1 Leukemia — — J{Leukemia
40 Prosl]zite - 7 40 -— DOvary
wriens e PANCIEAS veetrore vopitren F’ancrLas
S ‘ Bladder R - 1(-> 1
30 <] b © 30
L\ / o
. -~ mcanar
- DS i D Ton N 4 o vassd
/ AL A
20 ,,-.’-‘ A | 20 ’-""'—‘-Q\ \/
b e e B udn TP I~
~ K\W ~ e Rl
/ \ o gy,
M\’ _—-—-\ . ~ \/
/ 7\ —"N‘ \ﬂ" —
S 10 - =1 N
S — g_ 10 N
2 R i T ) B e o
g —u"b—"“ﬁ--——nr“‘“—"—"“\ﬁl T - - V ":
% Jﬁ: — e = — g' "./'_‘_'_ Mx":—-".f-—_._“&:—p
2 4 fom 1 ——
< < e T
C 0 < 0
Year 1930 1935 1940 1945 1950 1955 1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 Year 1930 1935 1940 1945 1950 1955 1960 1965 19701975 1980

* Standardized on The Age Distribution of The 1940

* Standardized on The Age Distribution of The 1940
U.S. Census Population .

U.S. Census Population
Sourca: Silverberg, E., Cancer Statistics, 1980, Source: Silverberg, E., Cancer Statistics, 1980,

CA-A Cancer Journal for Clinicians, . CA-A Cancer Journal far Clinicians,
30(1): 23, 1980. 30(1): 23, 1980.
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An international comparison

It is widely believed that the United States has a high cancer death rate
compared with other countries. One network television program on cancer opened
with the statement: '"The news tonight is that the United States is number one
in cancer. The National Cancer Institute estimates that if you're living in
America your chances of getting cancer are higher than anywhere else in the
world."

However, information collected by the World Health Organization and
anzlyzed by the American Cancer Society gives a much different view. 1In a
comparison of cancer death rates in 46 countries, the U.S. ranked 23rd for
male and 19th for female cancer deaths. Czechoslovakia holds the dubious honor
of being '"number one'" followed by Scotland, Belgium, Hungary and France.

{(See chart below). According to this survey, the U.S. white male death rate,

was 159 per 100,000.

Age Adjusied White Male Cancer Death Rales par 100,000 popuiation. Selected
Countries, 1974-1975

Czechaslovakia ~: l b TR 2 213.2
Scorana
Belgium
Hungary

France
Metherlanas
Luxemaourq

Uruguay

Englanc & Wales

Auslria

United States

i 1 i

o 5Q 100 150 200 250

Rate per 100.000
Numbers within bars indicale rank order among 48 countnes

Source: Amencan Cancer Society, 1980 Cancer Facts and Figuras, New York: 1979
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What causes human cancer?

Since 1970, professional and popular articles have frequently cited an
estimate that "80 to 90 percent of all cancers are environmentally induced.”
This estimate was originally calculated by the International Agency for
Research on Cancer (TIARC), a World Health Organization affiliate. It has
often been misinterpreted, leaving the mistaken impression that 80 to 90
percent of all cancers are due to known environmental factors such as air
and water pollution, industrial chemicals or food chemicals and contaminants.

However, the "environment' is not limited solely to physical surroundings
and manmade chemicals. Many scientists now believe that cultural and personal
habits contribute more to causing cancer than environmental pollution or
toxic chemicals. (See chart below). In its broadest sense, the environment
encompasses such factors as smoking, diet, sexual and reproductive patterns,
alcohol consumption, sunbathing, and other aspects of lifestyle, as well as

purely physical surroundings.

Causes of cancer
Diet 40% e e Diet 62%
Percent of 1978 cancer cases which
could be directly ootx'meotatxl‘owa ot Smokjng 27% Bt
cause in the patient’s ex NINe: i —
Radiation 8% i P .
¢ ecash date: (x-ray and utraviolet) IR (x-ray and ultraviolet)
Bouros of grap . rted by . lOn the ]Ob 2%
Wyndar, dort swudy roport, On-the-job 5% - )
&l Cance
Aloshol 5% [ obnco)
(plus tobacco) I Hormones 4%
(]
| 1 | |
b ] 0 2 o
50% 40% 30% 20% 10% O Y 0% 75%
JvC 000009603
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When analyzing the question "what causes cancer?'", it makes more sense to
talk about the concept of risk rather than cause. Cancer is the result of
a complex interaction among a number of different factors. It is difficult
or impossible to identify a specific cause for any cancer. So it makes sense
to focus on those factors which increase a person's risk of getting cancer.

By eliminating or reducing exposure to these cancer risk factors, we can
successfully prevent some cancers despite our limited knowledge of the basic
causes of cancer.

Tobacco

National incidence and mortality figures confirm the drastic unprece-
dented rise in lung cancer in the United States. Yet before 1930, lung cancer
was a rare disease. 1In 1912, a physician commenting on U.S. disease patterns
wrote: ''There is nearly a complete consensus of opinion that Cancer) of the
lung (s) among the rarest forms of disease.'" However, by 1950, clinical and
statistical evidence clearly demonstrated a significant increase in lung cancer
among men.

Since 1970, this same pattern of increasing incidence has also been ob-
served among American women. Numerous clinical, epidemiological and laboratory
studies have confirmed that the increase in lung cancer is directly related to
cigarette smoking. It has been shown that lung cancer death rates are eight
to 15 times higher among male cigarette smokers than among male nonsmokers.
Although precise estimates of the number of lung cancer deaths caused by smoking
vary, most experts agree that at least 80 percent of all lung cancer deaths
are the result of cigarette smoking.

Diet
The impact of dietary habits in causing cancer is not fully understood.

But the evidence accumulated to date deserves attention.

yVvC 000009604
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There are three ways diet may affect cancer risk. First, dietary deficiencies
may fail to provide some natural form of protection. Recent theories about the
role of fiber in the diet are an example of this type of cancer risk. Some
research suggests that diets which contain little or no fiber may, in com-
bination witha high fat/high calories intake increase the risk of colon cancer.
Second, a food may contain some cancer-causing agent either as a matural

part of its make-up, a deliberate additive or as an accidental contaminant.

Third, the way diet may affect cancer risks is through excessive con-
sumption. Some preliminary evidence has suggested that diets rich in fats
and calories may increase the risks of cancers of the breast, prostate, colon
and uterus,

Also cultural differences that determine the way foods are prepared and
preserved may provide a clue to the cause of stomach cancer. In Japan, where
a large proportion of the diet consists of salted fish and vegatables, the
incidence of stomach cancer is among the highest in the world. In the United
States, in contrast, where refrigeration and antioxidants have replaced salt
and spices as preservatives, the stomach cancer incidence is the lowest in
the world. More research is needed to confirm this.

Alcohol

Although evidence of alcohol’'s direct cancer-causing effects on either
humans or animals has been generally negative, its action in combination with
other cancer-causing agents has been documented. Heavy alcohol consumption
in combination with heavy cigarette smoking increases the risks for cancers
of the mouth and throat.

VVC 000009605
Radiation
Exposure to ionizing radiation, through medical x-rays, for example,

increases the risk of developing leukemia and skin cancer. As early as 1944,
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researchers noted that radiologists were more likely than other physicians
to develop leukemia. Recent attention to this cancer risk has resulted in
recommendations against the use of x~rays as a routine medical practice.
However, experts agree that when xX~-rays are used prudently, their diagnostic
and therapeutic benefits far outweigh their small cancer risk.
Sunlight

The most widespread environmental cause of cancer, accounting for the
majority of superficial skin cancers, is solar radiation. Skin cancer,
however, is rarely fatal and is not included in most statistical estimates of
U.S. cancer patterns. Fortunately, most of the sun's harmful ultraviclet
radiation is filtered out by the atmospheric ozome layer before it reaches
the earth.
Occupation

High dose, long-term exposure to a number of industrial chemicals and
manufacturing processes, in;luding asbestos, vinyl chloride, nickel refining,
and dye manufacturing can increase risk of several types of cancer. To date,
approximately 20 industrial chemicals have been confirmed as potential causes
of cancer in humans. An additional 200-300 are suspected potential causes on
the basis of animal test evidence. As with other cancer risks, occupational
risks depend on the length and degree of exposure, the potency of the chemical
agent, possible interactions with other chemicals, and lifestyle factors such
as cigarette and alcohol consumption

Cancer and the environment: an overview

Despite the popular conception that the United States is suffering from
an "epidemic" of cancer, the scientific evidence collected to date does not
support thisview With the exception of lung cancer, age adjusted cancer
death rates for most other forms of cancer have decreased or remained con-

stant for the past 50 years.

v
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The exact number of cancers that can be eliminated by sound preventive
methods is unknown, but the percentage is undoubtedly substantial. Eliminating
the effects of cigarette smoking alonme would eventually reduce cancer cases
and deaths between 15 and 35 percent. If the relationship between dietary
factors and intestinal cancer is confirmed, a similar reduction might be expected
from changes in eating habits. Some small number of potential cancer cases
will likely be prevented as a result of recent laws to regulate occupational
exposures to toxic chemicals.

The probability of finding an effective cure for cancer soon is remote,
but preventive measures can successfully reduce the risk of cancer. To this
end, current scientific knowledge suggests that prevention efforts should be
focused on personal activities, especially smoking, sunbathing and alcohol
consumption, rather than on food additives and pollution controls. It seems
clear that successful efforts to reduce cancer may be more a matter of indivi-

dual responsibility than government regulation.
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CONOCO CHEMICALS v
1981 Industrial Hygiene Seminar

La Mansion Del Rio Hotel
San Antonio, TX

PRELIMINARY AGENDA

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4, 12:00 pm

Welcome/Administration

Emplayee Communication Program : M. Reynolds
-- Channel 2 Videotape "Chemicals and Cancer” o . J. Withey ,hlﬁz7ﬂna/,
Medical Testing Program - T. Grumbles
-- Past and Present: Policies and Procedures : ) J. Hall
Dr. Massad
-- Purpose: Management's View o R. Lehmkuhl

Regulatory Update <E%”"““

'THURSDAY, MARCH 5, 8:00-5:00 pm

Industrial Hygiene Policy and Procedures . T. Grumbles
-- Exposure Abatement Program

Deregulation of Areas

Written Determinations

Computerized Data Storage System Update

Radiation

New Material Safety Data Sheets

-

Legal Presentation and Discussion Legal Dept.
-~ Contractor Policies & Responsibilities
-- OSHA Inspection Guide

Air Sampling Methods

-- Passive Dosimetry P. Fetzer
-- Asbestos Identification and Sampling

FRIDAY, MARCH 6, 8:00-12:0C0om

Chemicals Mortality Study Update; NCI Baltimore Study
Industrial Hygiene Audit Program &

Roundtable Discussion - E£0 and Senzene
VVC 000009608




